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Y THE 1930's, the great push toward comprehensive bibliographical control of periodical and monographic literature, with which the century had commenced, was definitely over, and attention was directed to the basis rather than to the actuality of control. The century had started bravely. Chicago, Jan. 27, 1950. alone have been sufficient to dampen any ardors in this country. The energies which had previously gone into attempts at comprehensive control were now turned to analysis, to the production of ancillary devices and to "coordination" of existing activities. The end product, the production of bibliographic controls themselves, were left to sporadic initiative, some with support from international organizations, some on a commercial basis, some devised by members of professional associations for their own use, some supplied by institutions with interest or responsibility in a particular subject. There was, however, no attempt at comprehensive organization of bibliographical services; and among the bibliographical services themselves there was no such organization, no interrelation, no coordination, but, on the contrary, duplication, overlapping, gaps, uncontrolled multiplication.
In 1931 Joint Committee on Indexing and Abstracting in the Major Fields of Research "to formulate a plan for the study and solution of the most pressing problems connected with the publication of indexing and abstracting services covering the literature of the several scientific, humanistic, social scierice, learned, professional, and business fields; and, if financial support can be obtained, to carry out the plan." Nine other associations were invited to participate in the work of the joint committee; it is interesting after the event, to note that neither the American Association for the Advancement of Science, the International Federation of Library Associations, nor the Special Libraries Association ever appointed a member. The joint committee worked for eight years; it would appear that all of its substantive work was done by its A.L.A. representative; though it was never able to secure funds for its support, it produced some still-useful studies;
8 it eventually produced a plan for bibliographical control which was published in its final report. The resultant indexing and Journal, 63:265-71, 1938. 3 Produced in the form of mimeographed circular letters: No. 1, Feb. 21, 1942; No. 2', May 1, 1943 . 9 A.L.A. Bulletin, 39:370-71, 426-27, Oct. 15, 1945 . Can a bibliography at the same time attempt to be "comprehensive" and yet serve the purposes of "selectivity" to those who require the latter, or must there be separate "comprehensive" and "selective" bibliogra- Nor have we, as librarians, as bibliographers, succeeded in rationalizing, even for the purposes of a work-day philosophy, the function of bibliography itself. What we call bibliography consists essentially of lists of works, though in these lists we permit analysis and annotation. We refuse the name bibliography, however, to the index of a book, though it analyzes the book.
But we all know that it is the proper names, the actual words of a title, the terms, the formulas, the musical themes, the concepts, which are the terminus ad quern to which bibliographic analysis is a very rough ap- 
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